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NTINUE! 


In  the  last  issue  of  the  Tenant  Times,  we  re¬ 
ported  on  the  terrorist  style  harassment  of  the 
tenants  of  the  Empress  Hotel  (at  144  Eddy  St.) 
by  the  henchmen  of  D.R,  Patel.  His  goal  was  to 
empty  the  building  of  tenants,  and  then  to  sell 
it  for  conversion  into  a  tourist  hotel. 

I 

In  response  to  organized  tenant  pressu 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  held 
hearing  on  March  3rd  about  the  unsafe  and 
sanitary  conditions  in  the  hotel.  Patel  and 
his  attorney  Paul  Dobbins  hoped  that  the 
DPW  would  order  all  the  tenants  out  of  the, 
building  because  of  its  condition. 

To  the  surprise  of  many,  the  DPW 
issued  an  unprecedented  order  requiring  the 
owner  to  secure  and  fix  up  the  dilapidated 
building  within  10  days.  This  was  an  appar 
victory  for  the  tenants  of  the  Empress  and 
supporters.  However,  more  than  2  months  have 
nov7  passed  since  the  order  was  issued  by  the 
DPW.  There  has  been  some  cleaning,  but  no 
repair  work  in  the  aprtments  of  the  remaining 
tenants  has  been  done.  The  efforts  of  Patel 
to  empty  the  hotel  continue,  while  the  DPW  has  failed 
to  enforce  its  own  order.  On  April  14th,  the  Empress 
tenants  and  their  supporters  marched  and  demonstrated 
front  of  the  Bureau  rf  Building  Inspectors  (BBI)  which 
the  code  enforcement  arm  of  the  DPW  in  order  to 
lack  of  enforcement  of  their  own  order  as 
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national  report 

Well,  folks,  consistant  with  attacks  on  low-income 
people  on  all  fronts,  the  Reagan  axe  is  being  sharpeened 
and  aimed  directly  at  many  housing  related  programs. 

While  proposed  defense  expenditures  will  increase 
from  24.7%  of  total  budget  in  1981  to  37.6%in  1986,  the 
"all  other”  category  (community  and  economic  development, 
social  services,  education)  would  drop  from  28.6%  to  16.6% 
in  1986.  Housing  accounts  for  79%  of  proposed  1981  cuts. 

Programs  and  agencies  targeted  to  be  axed  completely 
are:  the  Consumer  Cooperative  Bank  (which  is  required  to 
use  a  percentage  of  money  for  technical  assistance  to  low^ 
and  moderate  income  housing  group) ,  the  Solar  Energy  and 
Energy  Conservation  Bank,  Legal  Services  Corporation  (which 
handles  primarily  tenant/landlord  cases  in  private  sector) , 
Community  Services  Administration,  ACTION  (which  includes 
VISTA,  Peace  Corps,  and  other  program.s  5  members  of  the 
SFTU  staff  are  VISTA-funded) ,  CETA,  Weather ization ,  Low- 
Income  Energy  Assistance,  Indian  Housing,  Farmers  Home 
Administration,  (FMHA,  Rural  Planning  Grants,  FMHA  Business 
and  Industrial  Program,  FMHA  525  Technical  and  Supervisory 
Assistance,  Neighborhood  Desk  (which  is  6  months  old  and 
intended  to  be  responsive  to  neighborhood  needs,  and  HUD's 
counseling  funds. 

According  to  Reagan's  first  round  housing  proposals,  public 
housing  would  be  cut  20%.  Some  public  housing  tenants 
would  receive  an  immediate  rent  increase  to  30%  of  their 
incomes  (they  now  pay  25%) ,  and  all  others  would  be  raised 
to  30%  over  the  next  5  years.  The  Food  Stam.p  Shelter 
reductions  would  be  frozen  at  current  levels  regardless 
of  future  increases  in  shelter  costs.  Community  Development 
Block  Grants  and  Urban  Development  Action  Grants  would  be 
cut  12.6% 

So  with  this  possible  scenario,  it's  clear  that  we  as  tenants 
have  a  lot  of  work  to  do  in  the  coming  years.  Let's  work 
together  to  make  the  Tenants  Union  a  strong  force  for 
change,  rah  rah  sisboombah. 


— Elia  Dreyfuss 


JUST  CAUSE  EVICTION  DEAD  FOR  THIS  YEAR 


A  bill  introduced  in  both  the  Senate  and  the  Assembly 
to  provde  just  cause  eviction  protections  statewide  will 
not  be  passed  this  year.  The  bill  would  have  extended  pro¬ 
tections  similar  to  those  secured  'ip/  San  Franciscans  to 
most  California  tenants.  It  would  have  slightly  increased 
our  protections  in  San  Francisco.  Similar  attempts  by 
tenants  to  pass  this  law  failed  i.iiserably  in  recent  years, 
Hopes  this  year  were  high  until  Speaker  Willie  Brown  appoint¬ 
ed  another  Republican  to  the  Assembly  committee  hearing 
the  bill.  This  increased  the  number  of  voted  needed  to 
pass  it  on  to  the  full  Assembly.  The  votes  weren’t  there, 
so  the  bill  was  v/ithdrawn.  It  will  probably  be  introduced 
again  next  year,  especially  if  the  Senate  version  passes. 

It  has  already  passed  out  of  the  Senate  committee  and 
will  be  voted  on  by  the  full  Senate  soon. 

ANTI-CHILD  DISCRIMINATION  LAW  STILL  PENDING 


A  statewide  ban  of  discrimination  against  children  has 
been  passed  out  of  Assembly  committee.  This  bill  is  some¬ 
what  weaker  than  San  Francisco’s,  but  it  will  not  pre¬ 
empt  our  law.  It  would  serve  to  provide  protections  for 
tenants  not  living  in  an  area  that  is  already  protected. 

It  is  scheduled  for  a  vote  before  the  full  Assem.bly  soon. 

P.S.  The  Santa  Cruz  City  Council  passed  an  anti- 
Child  Discimination  law  proposed  by  tenants. 

BUBBLE  BURSTS  IN  BERKELEY 


Tenants  in  Berkeley  suffered  a  major  setback  in 
April’s  municipal  elections.  A  combination  of  fear, 
confusion,  and  apathy  on  the  part  of  Berkeley's  residents 
sent  the  progressive  electoral  forces  there  reeling  to  a 
staggering  defeat.  All  four  contested  seats  on  the  City 
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EVICTED  TENANTS  V7IN  PRINCIPLE,  LOSE  HOMES 


In  a  recent  decision,  Knight  vs.  Hallsthammer ,  46  C, 
3d,  the  California  Supreme  Court  has  broadened  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  "implied  warranty  of  habitability"  defense 
as  it  is  used  by  tenants  in  unlawful  detainer  proceedings. 
The  case  involved  a  tenants  union  in  a  30  unit  apartment 
building  in  Venice,  Ca.  In  May  1977,  the  new  ov;ner  sent 
out  notices  to  tenants  demanding  a  substantial  rent  in¬ 
crease.  In  response  to  that  notice,  the  tenants  formed 
a  union,  complained  of  long  standing  maintenance  problems 
and  went  on  rent  strike.  Many  of  the  problems  were  severe 
and  well  documented.  Rather  than  making  the  repairs,  the 
landlords  responded  with  three-day  eviction  notices. 

The  Municipal  Court  trial  was  decided  in  favor 

of  the  landlords.  The  tenants  were  forced  to  move  out 
and  were  ordered  to  pay  the  back  rent.  Even  though  they 
lost  possession  of  their  homes,  the  tenants  appealed  the 
verdict  to  the  Court  of  Appeals.  They  based  their  appeal 
on  two  instructions  given  to  the  jury  by  the  judge  they 
believed  to  be  faulty.  Those  instructions  were:  1)  tenants 
can  only  use  the  landlord’s  failure  to  make  repairs  as  a 
defense  if  the  tenants  were  unaware  of  the  defects  when 
they  first  rented  the  apartment  and  2)  the  tenants  could 
only  claim  that  the  landlords  were  at  fault  if  the  land¬ 
lords  had  been  given  "reasonable"  time  to  make  the  re¬ 
pairs. 


The  Supreme  Court  eventually  found  that  the  trial 
judge  was  in  error  on  both  of  these  instructions.  The 
Court  held  that  a  landlord  still  has  an  obligation  to  keep 
his/her  property  habitable  even  if  the  tenants  knew  of 
the  defects  and  continued  to  live  there.  In  this  finding 
the  Court  recognized  that,  "the  severe  shortage  of  low  and 
moderate^^cost  housinghas  left  tenants  with  little  bargaining 
power..."  and  that  "...the  low  income  tenant  frequently 
has  no  realistic  alternative..."  In  regards  to  the  second 
instruction,  the  Court  held  that,  "...a  landlord ’ s  breach 
of  the  implied  warranty  of  habitability  exists  whether  or 
not  he  (sic)  has  had ' reasonable  *  time  to  repair.  Other¬ 
wise ,  the  mutual  dependance  of  a  landlord ’ s^ obligation 
to  maintain  habitable  premises,  and  of  a  tenant's  duty 
to  pay  rent  would  make  no  sense." 
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HISTORY  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  TENANTS  UNION 


The  San  Fancisco  Tenants  Union  has  been  in  existence 
The  Tenants  Union  grew  out  of  the  Tenants 
Action  Group  which  was  begun  in  1971.  Throughout  the 
years,  the  organization  in  both  of  its  forms  has  gone 
through  several  changes  regarding  the  goals  of  the  group. 

through  an  internal  struggle  about  the -priorities 
or  the  T.A.G.  that  the  organization  finally  fell  apart. 

The  Tenants  Union  is  currently  reassessing  its  goals  and 
many  of  the  issues  being  raised  are  not  new.  For  this 
reason,  as  well  as  the  fact  that  in  the  past  6  months 
the  Union  has  doubled  its  membership,  we  feel  it 

would  be  helpful  to  look  back  on  the  history  of  the 
organization.  Consequently,  over  this  and  the  next  issue 
of  the  newsletter ,  we  will  be  presenting  an  overview  of 
the  organization. 


JSofTit  pe  opie  jurt  Jofi'f 
l^oke  ncrturady  1o  nrvjvir.g. 


In  1971,  five  tenant  groups  within 
five  separate  buildings  came  together 
to  fight  their  cQmmom  landlord.  Their 
organizing  efforts  were  successful,  and 
they  decided  to  use  their  experience  to 
help  other  tenants  in  similar  situations. 

To  do  this,  they  decided  that  it  would 
be  effective  to  do  telephone  counseling 
about  tenants  rights,  and  to  go  out  to 
buildings  and  help  tenants  organize 
against  troublesome  landlords.  This 
marked  the  beginning  of  the  Tenants 
Action  Group.  They  set  up  an  office  in 

the  Haight  and  started  their  activities.  The  first  challenqe 

^^^y  decide  whether  or 

not  to  become  invoivea  in  a  renc  conrroi  campaign.  Every¬ 
one  in  the  group  supported  the  campaign  and  wanted  to 
participate,  but  the  question  was  whether  to  temporarily 
discontinue  their  counseling  and  organizing  to  take  a 
lead  role  in  the  campaign,  or  whether  to  continue  their 
current  activities  and  play  a  smaller  role  in  the  campaign. 
This  has  been  a  recurring  question  for  the  organization. 

Some  feel  that  the  best  way  to  help  tenants  is  to  have 
strong  laws  to  protect  them,  while  others  feel  that  laws 
are  useless  unless  there  is  a  strong  organized  front  of 

them.  Also,  there  is  a  hesitancy  to 
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TEMAMS  STKIliE  MACK 


We  live  in  a  building  at  23rd  and  Guerrero  in  the 
Mission  District.  During  Feb,  March  and  April  this  year, 
several  of  the  flats  withheld  rent  and  organized  a  strong 
rent  strike  to  get  repairs  done.  Years  of  leaky  roofs 
and  general  deterioration  brought  people  together  in  the 
building.  Letters  and  phone  complaints  to  Landmark  Realty, 
the  property  manager,  got  us  places  on  repair  lists,  or 
nothing.  Ever  since  a  particularly  wet  storm,  we’ve  been 
getting  together  to  talk.  This  turned  out  to  be  the  key; 
comimunication .  By  keeping  everyone  in  the  building  in¬ 
formed,  more  of  the  tenants  were  encouraged  to  participate. 

Rent  money  went  into  an  escrow  account.  We  made  a 
20'  banner  that  said  Landmark  Realty  Rent  Strike  with 
colored  cartoons  of  what  needed  repairs;  a  light  bulb, 
swimming  in  water,  rain  drops  marching  through  the  roof, 
etc.  We  hung  the  banner  up  where  it  would  be  visible  to 
traffic  in  all  directions.  Twice,  Landmark  sent  their 
employees  out  to  remove  the  banner.  The  first  time  they 
did  their  work  with  ladders  and  cables  and  threatened  the 
tenants  with  violence.  The  second  time  they  responded  to 
tenant  anger  as  this  obvious  restr iction 'of  our  free 
speech  with  mace  cans  and  actual  physical  violence  with 
their  jeep. 

Less  than  half  of  the  tenants  in  the^ 
building  actually  participated  in  the 
rent  strike.  Several  more  were  sup¬ 
portive  but  were  afraid  to  speak  out 
for  fear  of  eviction.  Greatly  to  our 
favor  during  this  rent  strike  were 
the  court  actions  against  our  land¬ 
lady,  The  building  had  been  con¬ 
demned  for  8  years,  so  the  owner 
should  not  have  been  collecting 
rent.  A  rare  situation  happened; 
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Fee!!  ng  Insecure? 

The  San  Francisco  Building  Code  requires  the  following 
security  measures  in  buildings  of  3  or  more  apartment  units 
of  5  or  more  guest  rooms. 

1)  Exterior  Doors  (entrances  to  building  and  to  individual 
apartments) 

- must  have  a  combination  of  approved  deadlatch  with 

a  minimum  of  inch  throw  and  an  approved  dead  bolt 
with  a  minimum  of  1  inch  throw. 

If  the  exterior  door  is  electronically  operated,  then 
the  dead  bolt  requirement  does  not  apply. 

- Any  replacement  of  glass  in  the  door  must  be  done 

with  approved  burglar  resistant  glass. 

2)  Exterior  windows  and  other  openings  at  least  96  square 
inches  and  within  8  feet  of  the  ground. 

- must  have  approved  locking  devices. 

3)  Self-service  elevators 

- If  any  portion  of  the  elevator  is  not  visible  from 

the  outside  to  a  potential  passenger,  a  mirror  must  be 
installed  so  that  the  potential  passenger  can  see  all 
portions  of  the  elevator  before  entering. 

All  locks,  latches,  and  glass  must  meet  the  standards 
set  by  the  Department  of  Public  Works.  This  ordinance 
has  been  on  the  books  since  January  1980,  but  the  DPW  will 
not  actually  begin  active  enforcement  for  violations  until 
July  3,  1981. 

WHAT  CAN  YOU  AS  A  TENANT  DO  TO  ENFORCE  THE  LAW? 

1)  Write  a  letter  to  your  landlord  reminding  him/her  of 
the  law  (they  should  have  received  a  notice  from  DPW 
last  Fall)  and  requesting  that  they  do  whatever  is 
needed  tb  meet  the  security  requirements. 

2)  If  the  landlord  does  not  respond,  you  can  call  the 
building  inspectors.  They  will  come  out  and  make  a 
report  of  the  violation.  A  copy  of  their  citation 
will  be  sent  to  your  landlord. 
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Hotel  Lombard  “  1015  Geary  -  120  units.  Formerly  the  Lombard 
Residence  Club,  this  building  was  taken  over  by  a  1 7  person 
partnership  last  fall.  The  general  partners  are  Howard  Rose- 
feld  and  William  Kiriakis.  Others  include  Claire  Pilcher,  ad“ 
ministratlve  executive  of  the  Board  of  Permit  Appeals,  and 
others  from  out  of  San  Francisco.  A  conversion  to  tourist  use 
has  been  going  on  for  some  time.  Linen  service,  privately 
controlled  phones,  and  food  service  for  elderly  and  disabled 
residents  have  been  cut  off.  The  tenants  are  av/aiting  a  ruling 
on  a  temporary  injunction  to  restore  these  essential  services. 


340  Church  St.  -  It’s  all  over  but  the  moving.  After  more 
tH'an  a  year's  w’orth  of  trying,  Pryamid  Realty  speculators 
Eric  Alexanderson  and  Joel  Panzer  have  gotten  almost  every¬ 
thing  they  wanted  from  this  building.  The  full  Rent  Arbitration 
Board,  on  appeal  by  the  landlord,  allowed  rent  increases  from 
$290  to  $388  a  month  for  each  tenant.  The  real  effect  was 
that  m.ost  of  the  tenants  moved  either  due  to  the  prolonged 
hassles  with  Pyramid  or  due  to  their  inability  to  pay  the  30% 
increases.  Pyramid  is  now  getting  the  $450  a  month  they 
originally  asked  for  on  most  units.  This  proves  once  again 
that  the  S.F.  Rent  Control  Law  provides  little  protection 
from  the  ravages  of  real  estate  profiteers. 


1875-1891  Hayes  St.  -  8  units  and  4  storefronts.  Owners 
John  and  Angela  Hawkins  and  Milton  Katz  have  never  been 
accused  of  spending  too  much  money  on  repairs  to  their  building. 
Tenants'  complaints  and  a  5  page  list  of  code  violations  com.- 
piled  by  the  BBI  attests  to  this.  The  landlords  recently 
announced  that  they  plan  to  make  repairs  soon  and  attempted 
to  raise  everyone's  rent  for  their  good  intentions.  The  tenants 
have  organized  and  formed  the  Hayes-Ashbury  Tenants  Union. 

They  will  be  seeking  to  collectively  bargain  with  the  landlords 
about  rents,  repairs  and  other  terms  and  conditions  of  their 
tenancy, 

Evangeline  Hotel  -  44  McAllister  -  220  units.  The  Salvation 
Army  v;anted  to  close  down  this  building  on  April  1st,  but 
the  residents,  all  women  and  many  elderly,  organized, 
and  forced  the  Army  to  change  its  tune. 
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648-652  Cole  St.  -  3  inits.  This  was 
an  all  too  fainTliar  scenerio,  A  new 
investor  buys  the  building  and  tells 
the  long-time  tenants  that  they  have 
to  move  out  so  he  can  "do  renovations 
to  iraprove  the  neighborhood."  With 
the  help  of  the  newly  formed  Haight- 
Ashbury  Tenatns  organization  the 
tenatits  reisitnd  the  evictions  and 
organized  a  demonstration  in  front 
of  Colonial  Realty.  Two  of  the 
evictions  were  dropped  and  the 
tenants  in  the  third  unit  agreed 

$5000  plus  moving  expenses! 

308  Turk  St.  -  20  units.  Tenants  here  are  putting  aside 
rent  because  Heritage  Realty  refuses  to  accept  it.  Heritage 
is  trying  to  evict  the  residents  so  that  the  building  can 
be  sold  to  be  converted  to  another  more  profitable  use. 

The  latest  attempt  to  get  rid  of  the  Tenacious  Tenants  of 
Turk  St.  occured  v/hen  a  large  thug  named  Bunny  appeared 
one  day  and  told  everyone  to  get  out  or  he  would  '  "waste" 
them.  The  tenants,  through  their  SFNLAF  attorney,  obtained 
a  restraining  order  against  Heritage  and  Bunny,  v/ho  was  last 
seen  hawking  hot  Easter  eggs  on  Leavenworth  Street. 

91  Central  -  12  units.  The  tenants  here  have  repeatedly 
tried  to  get  ow^ner  Stephen  Silverman  to  make  needed  repairs. 
Their  requests  have  been  ignored  by  Silverman,  who  claims 
that  the  Rehabilitation  Assistance  Program  (RAP) , ^ is  taking 
its  time  approving  his  loan.  He’s  been  saying  this  for  3 
years.  The  tenants  have  decided  to  do  a  collective  "repair 
and  deduct"  to  fix  the  most  immediate  ;.prQblcms ,  The  two 
tenants  who  received  7%  rent  hikes  protested  to  the  Rent  Board. 


to  move  in  exchange  for 


130  Frederick  St. 


-  '^2 

Am  m 


up.its.  Owners  Jack  and  Irene  Kaus 


to  "£he~R^t  Board  backfired.  Originally  granted 
16%-20%  increases,  the  Board  reduced  the  increases  to  12%-15%. 
The  owners  are  attempting  to  retaliate  against  some  of _ t  .e 
most  outspoken  tenants  with  threats  and  attempts  of  eviction. 
The  building  is  now  for  sale  through  TRI  Realty,  one  of  tne 
largest  condo-converters  in  S.F. 
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STATE,  (from  page  3  ) 

council  were  won  by  candidates  who  have  shown  themselves 
through  word  and/or  deed  to  be  anti  rent  control. 

The  rich  in  the  hills  were  afraid  that  their 
real  estate  empires  (or  at  least  the  city’s  tax  base) 
might  be  disturbed  by  a  progressive  controlled  City  Coun¬ 
cil.  They  turned  out  in  droves  to  vote  their  interests. 

The  less  wealthy  flatlanders  either  didn’t  realize  the 
benefits  to  them  of  a  progressive  Council  or  simply 
didn’t  care.  They  avoided  the  election  booths  in  droves. 

The  going  promises  to  be  rough  for  Berkeley's  tenants. 
Since  each  Council  member  appoints  a  member  to  the  Rent 
Control  Board,  one  of  the  toughest  rent  control  laws 
in  the  state  will  be  administered  by  a  landlord  controlled 
board . . . 


...In  Santa  Monica,  tenants  fared  better  in  their  recent 
election.  Their  rent  control  law  which  served  as  a  model 
for  Berkeley's,  also  relies  on  a  City  Council  appointed 
Board  for  its  administration.  In  April's  election  voters 
elected  enough  pro  rent  controllers  to  insure  the  law’s 
vigorous  enforcement. _ --Steve  Shapiro 

TENDERLOIN,  (from  page  1) 

their  failure  to  enforce  the  "anti-conversion”  ordinance 
against  the  owners  of  numerous  other  hotels  who  are  under¬ 
going  obvious  conversion. 

A  new  hearing  on  the  Empress  was  held  on  May  15th. 

The  owners  were  given  90  days  to  clear  up  all  of  the 
remaining  violations.  Meanwhile,  the  combination  of  lack 
of  repairs,  managerial  harassment  of  tenants,  and  cheap 
buyout  schemes  ($200.00  to  each  tenant  who  moves)  has 
reduced  the  number  of  occupied  units  from  a  capacity  of 
90  to  16  currently.  No  attempt  is  being  made  to  re  rent 
the  units. 

The  passage  of  the  anti-conversion  ordinance  as  well  as 
the  struggle  to  save  the  Empress  and  pressuring  the  city  to 
enforce  the  ordinance  has  been  the  result  of  some  good 
organizing  and  hard  work  by  the  North  of  Market  Planning 
Coalition  and  the  tenants  on  the  Tenderloin  who  have  organized 
as  the  Tenants  Against  Conversion  (TAG).  We  at  the 
S-.F.T.U.  salute  the  Tenderloin  residents  and  organizers: 

--Steve  Shapiro 
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TENANTS  WIN  PRINCIPLE,  (from  page  4) 

In  making  this  decision,  the  Court  seems  to  imply  two 
important  things.  First,  that  forming  tenant  unions  and 
going  on  rent  strike  against  rent  increases  and  lack  of 
maintenance  is  justified  and  should  be  protected  by  the 
courts.  Second,  that  the  severe  housing  shortage  and  lack 
of  bargaining  power  affecting  all  low  and  moderate  in- 
come  tenants  in  California  shall  not  exclude  them  from 
their  right  to  safe  and  habitable  dwellings. 

The  tenants  movement  has  learned  from  bitter  exper¬ 
ience  that  laws,  codes,  and  legal  pronouncements  alone 
will  not  protect  us.  Even  before  this  decision  there  were* 
laws  and  court  cases,  and  an  array  of  building  codes 
which  supposedly  protect  tenants  and  promote  standards  of 
habitability.  As  every  tenant  knows  from  daily  experience 
these  laws  and  codes  are  often  ignored.  The  tenants  in 
Knight  case  were  punished  for  exercising  their  legal 
rights.  They  were  evicted  for  their  trouble.  The  court  ■ 
won't  return  them  to  their  homes. 

Laws  are  only  as  strong  as  our  ability  to  enforce 
them  or  cause  them  to  be  enforced.  Organizing  people  at 
the  grassroots  level  and  taking  direct  action  to  promote 
and  protect  our  rights  is  our  only  real  strength  and  hope. 
Where  possible,  we  must  prevent  evictions  before  they  happen. 
Possession  is  100%  of  the  law  to  us.  Declarations  by 
esteemed  judges  four  years  after  the  fact  have  little 
meaning.  We  must  defend  ourselves,  our  neighbors,  and 
our  homes  now.  There  is  no  one  to  do  it  for  us. 

 --Michael  Canright 

Feeling  Insecure  (from  page  7) 

3)  Although  security  is  not  specifically  mentioned  in  state 
laws  relating  to  habitability  conditions,  we  encourage 
you  to  exercise  your  rights  under  sections  1941-42 
to  make  needed  repairs  of  the  landlord  does  not  respond 
and  to  deduct  the  cost  of  labor  and  the  new  locks 
from  your  rent. 

Call  Bureau  of  Building  Inspectors  558-4505  for  details 
on  standards  of  security. 

Call  S.P.T.U.  at  282-6622  for  details  on  "repair  and 
deduct." 

--Margy  Ortiz 


12  ■  tenants  strike  back  {  from  page  6) 

slumlords  were  hauled  into  court  for  their  callous  lack 
ot  building  maintenance.  Although  the  court  let  her  go 
free,  the  court  action  helped  us  in  three  ways.  It  tied 
up  her  time,  it  proved  in  open  court  that  the  repairs 

we  demanded  were  just,  and  it  prompted  her  to  actually 
begin  repairs.  ^ 

kept  clear  in  our  minds  who  the  Mercedes-driving 
landlady  was,  who  Landmark  was,  and  that  we  had  no  friends 
among  them.  S.F.  Tenants  Union  and  People's  Law  School 
gave  us  lots  of  help  and  frequently  came  to  our  meetinas. 
Landmark  was  leaf jetted  once  about  our  rent  strike.  We 
contacted  Landmark  and  Zanko  (the  landlady)  tenants  in 
other  buildings  -  these  two  seem  be  a  couple  of  the 
most  notorious  housing  profiteers  in  the  city.  Near  the 
end  of  April,  some  of  the  major  repairs  had  been  done. 

The  roof  was  redone  and  the  backstairs  replaced.  We  sent 
^  Petition  letter  to  Landmark  saying  we  wanted  the  last 
of  the  repairs  done,  and  we  wanted  a  lease.  We  said  we 
were  willing  to  begin  paying  rent  May  1st.  As  usual,  our 
letter  was  ignored,  so  we  put  together  our  rent  (4  fiof- 
a  fifth  paying  later,  and  paid  in  a  lump  sum  with  money^ 
order.  The  order  said  "23rd  and  Guerrero  Tenants  Union", 
and  we _ got  a  receipt  with  that  name  on  it.  Copies  went  to 
all  of  us.  With  a  Tenants  Union  recognized,  we  can 

strongly  resist  increases  in  rents  or  evicitons  and  keep 
pushing  for  maintenance. 


-  The  preceeding  article  was  written  by 

a  tenant  at  23rd  and  Guerrero. 

The  Tenant  Times  welcomes  letters  and 
from  tenants. 


Rick  Grosskamp 
stories 


T.U.  HISTORY y  (front  page  5) 
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icipating  in  the  legislative  arena.  Despite  this  struggle, 
T,A.G.  managed  to  survive  until  1976  when  the  final  split 
came.  This  resulted  from  a  feeling  in  the  part  of  several 
T.A.G.  members  that  the  political  perspective  of  the 
organization  was  being  lost  in  the  service  aspects.  Others 
in  the  group  felt  there  was  more  of  a  need  for  "direct 
action",  that  is  seizing  vacant  buildings,  demonstrations, 
and  fighting  evictions.  Finally  others  wanted  to  maintain 
the  status  quo.  Again  some  of  these  issues  have  survived. 
There  was  then  and  still  is  a  reluctance  to  see  the  group 
evolve  into  a  social  service  agency  with  bandaid  solutions 
to  a  much  broader  problem.  At  that  time  it  was  suggested 
that  the  counseling  and  organizing  stop  until  the  group 
had  a  firmer  sense  of  its  political  goals.  Study  groups 
developed,  T.A.G,  members  worried  that  by  doing  this  the 
group  was  losing  its  community  base.  A  major  split  developed, 
and  those  people  who  wanted  to  continue  the  present 
activities  v/ere  asked  to  leave.  These  individuals  were 
later  to  be  the  organizers  of  the  San  Francisco  Tenants 
Union.  The  rest  of  T.A.G.  dissolved  shortly  after  this 
confrontation . 

In  the  next  issue,  we  will  discuss  the  history  of  the 
Tenants  Union  from  the  time  it  was  begun  in  1976,  and 
examine  some  of  the  issues  that  we  as  a  group  are  dealing 
with  nov;.  Many  of  these  are  similar  to  the  ones  that 
T.A.G,  dealt  with. 

-™Lisi  Lord 


SIOPSiyMLOROS 


Wfekome  New  Staff! 

The  S.F,  tenants  Union  &  People's  Law 
School  have  received  federal  funding 
through  the  Community  Development 
Block  Grant  Porgram  to  do  a  Housing 
Rights  Outreach  Project.  The  Project 
will  be  working  in  both  the  Mission 
and  Hayes  Valley  districts  to  provide 
information  on  discrimination, 
tenants  rights,  organizing,  and 
iformation  about  housing  alternatives, 
the  project  are: 


HOUSING  RIGHTS 


The  staff  people  of 


SCOTT  WEAVER,  Project  administrator.  Scott  has  been  with  PLS 
for  6  years  doing  tenant  related  work  for  most  of  that  time. 


ELLEN  SUGG,  Trainer.  Ellen  has  done  tenant  organizing  in  San 
Diego  and  San  Francisco  and  helped  organize  the  S.F.  Eviction 
Defense  Center.  Formerly  with  the  S.F.  Tenants  Union,  she  is 
currently  working  with  PLS.  She  has  been  a  teacher  of  people 
of  all  ages  for  the  last  11  years. 


Both  organizations  welcome  our  new  workers: 

ALPHONSE  CARTER,  Outreach  Worker.  Alphonse  is  an  aspiring 
anthropologist  who  is  now  on  a  leave  of  absence  from  the  S.F. 
State  Graduate  School  of  Anthropology.  He  lectured  in  Ghana 
in  1971,  and  would  like  to  become  an  international  lawyer 
for  Third  World  countries. 


SILVIA  DUNNING  MUNOZ,  Media  Worker.  Silvia  is  a  teacher  and 
lecturer  from  the  National  University  in  Mexico  City.  She 
-has  done  extensiveorganizing  with  the  Mission  Cultural  Center 
as  well  as  other  Mission  community  groups. 

JNOLA  HADLEY,  Literature  Worker.  Nola  has  worked  as  a  commun- 
ity  organizer  in  Sonoma  County  and  with  the  urban  Appalachian 
population  in  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  She  is  currently  studying 
offset  printing  and  doing  an  apprenticeship  at  the  Women's 
Press  Project. 


— Nola  Hadley 
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Help 


have  had  in'^f successes  you 

?he?  b^tSes  9et  together  o  f?ght 

otheL  W?n  be  e  sharing  your  experiances? 

letter  to  the  Tenant  Ti.es  to  be  printeS  in  ?he  Lxt  issue. 

Here’s  a  letter  we  received  for  this  issue. 

coveraarnf'^t»°’'V  needed 

Tenan^Timee  fT"  a  issues  in  San  Francisco.  The 

lenant  Times  is  good  news  for  San  Franciscans  trying  to 

workT  ‘^“itent  housing  situation.  Keep  up  the  Tod 
—  --  _ Sincerely,  Supervisor  Nancy  G.  Ualker 


cont.  from  page  9 


:o 


The  Colonial  Apartments  -  261  Valenri;=t  An  ■  i.  m, 
ev7ct\lf  Orthodox  ChuJch!  want 

buildinTaT  bTld^Tn"aTd?ToT:rTchlTt?eTT?\hTTi  h 

which  IS  located  next  door.  The  SFTU  hH  LfT  ‘"'’f . 

tenTnS\TTgTfTT°evT??onf'°?he°bTfd"“"-™^  r'emaining 
source  of  low'cost  hoTingTT^heTTT  MTsioTaTa'^TT^”" 
TTniT!""  neighbors  are  ready  to  fight  to  T;e 

Columbia  Hotel  —  411  n’Payv^ii 

been  going  on“since  the  Fall  in'proteTTf’dn  '"’^yy^rike  , has 

conversTn'asTTiTaTrT^s  Te^T^TeTlrTfT^^^ 

by  tourist  hotels  already.  Several  of  the  tenant  leadr"^®*^ 

was  held  to  protest  these  d  demonstration 

ana  his  boss"Ra.:TpateT\a“rcheaning'’:'  ^Th, 
and  toning  down  the  harassment  ever  sinSe  ?hen. 

The  four  partners  who've  owned  the  12  unit 
building  since  the  Fall  have  learned  much  shnn^  i 

since  the  tenants  rebelled  against  the  illegal  renfhikef’^ 

brokeThe'4nfnts^^"^”''b  improvements.  They  ' 

tenants  - 

another  tvv’o  units  moved  "voluntarily"  -  onl^ 

Hiains  fighting  against  an  eviction. 


uenants  union  by  bargaining  seperateJy  witlT 
one  person  was  evicted  (  after  seven  years  residence) 


one  unit  re- 


u-t  w 


i^:sn‘-c  this  been  an  interesting  and  inf or.nriative  issue  of  the 
I'EMAK'T  TIMiiS?  Wouldn't  you  like  to  have  the  Tenant  Times 
mailed  to  you  regularly?  Wouldn't  it  be  nice  if  v;e  could 
continue  to  publish  the  TENANT  TIMES? 

If  you  answered  "yes"  to  any  or  all  of  the  above  ques¬ 
tions,  won't  you  please  support  us! 

****JOIN  THE  TENANTS  UNION**** 


If  you  send  in  your  annual  membership  dues  today,  you  will 
receive  regular  issues  of  the  TENANT  TIMES,  our  SFTU 
Organize  button,  our  handbook  telling  you  what  you  need  to 
know  about  exercising  your  rights  as  a  tenant,  and  priority 
access  to  our  counseling  services.  Such  a  deal... 
you  can't  pass  it  up! 

Membership  dues  range  from  $5.00  per  year  if  you  are 
low  income,  $  1 0 . 00-$25 . 00  and  up  for  regular  membership 
depending  on  what  your  pocket  and  heart  will  allow. 

Finally,  do  you  have  any  interest  and/or  skills  to 
contribute _ to  putting  out  the  TENANT  TIMES?  The  SFTU  is 
shortly  going  to  lose  its  funding  for  paid  staff.  This  is  a 
particularly  important  time  for  people  to  get  involved  with 
this  and  other  activities  of  the  Union. 


So ,  JOIN  TODAY  AND  COME  DOWN  AND  HELP  OUT  1  !  ! ! { ! 1  I >  !  '  '  ' 


EOPLES  LAW  SCHOOL 
AN  FRANCISCO  TENANTS  UNION 
58  CAPP  ST 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94110 


u,  S, -uiTAGt  I 

PAID  i 

I  SA.?i  ‘T^A’vCiSCC;  CA  I 

1  j 


Red  Circle? 

Tnis  V7ill  be  your 
last  TENANT  TIMES 
unless  we  receive 
your  Ma^lBERSHIP  DUES 


LABOR  DONATED 


